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1. On March 17, 1992, Positive Alternative Radio, Inc.

("Radio") petitioned for leave to amend its application to

gspecify a new transmitter site.

Triad Family Network, Inc.

("Triad") opposed Radio’s amendment on March 26, 1993, arguing,

among other things, that Radio’s proposal is technically flawed.

The Mass Media Bureau hereby submits its further commentsl on

the engineering matters raised by Triad.?2

1 The Bureau previously filed comments in support of

Radio’s amendment.

2 Ina separate filing submitted simultaneously herewith,

the Bureau requests leave to fil

e the instant comments.
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2. Triad claims that the location of Radio’s proposed
gtation in Figure 1 of Radio’s amendment is inconsistent with the
geographical coordinates that Radio has specified elsewhere in
its amendment. Triad also asserts that the proposed site is
located 198 meters above mean sea level, not 192 meters as Radio

has proposed.

3. The Bureau agrees that there is indeed a discrepancy
between the location of.the transmitter site depicted in Figure 1
and the coordinates specified elsewhere in Radio’s amendment.
There also is, in the Bureau’s opinion, an apparent discrepancy
in the height of the proposed site above mean sea level.

However, because Radio proposes to mount its antenna on an
existing tower, these discrepancies may be corrected by a

supplement to Radio’s amendment.

4. Triad also alleges that Radio’s proposed antenna system
violates § 73.316 of the Commission’s Rules. Based on a thorough
analysis by the Bureau’s technical staff, the deficiencies noted
by Triad do not present a bar to grant of Radio’s amended
proposal. Rather, a construction permit to Radio can be
appropriately conditioned at the time of its issuance in order
to ensure compliance with the Commission’s antenna system

standards.



5. Based on the foregoing, the Presiding Judge should
accept Radio’s amendment. However, Radio should be required to

submit a supplemental pleading which remedies the referenced

discrepancies.

Respectfully submitted,
Roy J. Stewart
Chief, Mass Media Bureau

Charles E. Dziedzi
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Gary P. Schonman

Attorney
Mass Media Bureau

Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W.

Suite 7212

Washington, D.C. 20554
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I, Michelle C. Mebane, a secretary in the Hearing Branch,
Mass Media Bureau, certify that I have, on this 7th day of April
1993, sent by regular United States mail, U.S. Government frank,

copies of the foregoing, "Mass Media Bureau’s Further Comments,"

to:

Julian P. Freret, Esq.
Booth, Freret & Imlay
1233 20th Street, N.W.
Suite 204

Washington, D.C. 20036

Lee J. Peltzman, Esqg.

Baraff, Koerner, Olender & Hochberg
5335 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20015

Michelle C. Mebane



